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Bonzalo Sanchez de Lozada. It is with great 
satisfaction we now take a look back at former 
President Quiroga’s efforts and see how suc-
cessful the Dignity Plan has been and what 
our investment in his vision earned. 

Since the outset of the Dignity Plan in late 
1997, the government of Bolivia has eradi-
cated more than 130,000 acres of illegal coca. 

The annual cocaine production in Bolivia 
has fallen by 70 percent. 

In the past five years, nearly $3.0 billion in 
Bolivian cocaine was taken off the inter-
national market. 

Alternative development programs in the 
Chapare, Bolivia’s primary coca growing re-
gion, have taken hold and are providing stable 
and meaningful income to former coca grow-
ers. Today there are more than 290,000 acres 
of legal agricultural crops under cultivation in 
the Chapare. 

In these areas, family incomes are rising, 
proving that the transition to legal agricultural 
activity can be successful. 

In the law enforcement area, nearly 5,000 
coca base labs were seized and destroyed 
and over 58 metric tons of drugs, including co-
caine base, cocaine and others, were seized. 

I am pleased to report these results to Con-
gress to show that with the proper combina-
tion of leadership and political will, the battle 
against illegal drugs can be won. I am hopeful 
and optimistic that the Honorable Gonzalo 
Sanchez de Lozada, the new President of Bo-
livia, will pick up and continue where former 
President Quiroga left off, ensuring Bolivia re-
mains a shining example of success in the 
Western Hemisphere. 

Lastly, I wish to say thank you to President 
Quiroga, with whom many of us have worked 
so closely during the past five years. We have 
no doubt that his leadership, vision and com-
mitment to Bolivia were essential to the re-
markable success of the Dignity Plan program. 
He should take great pride in his extraordinary 
record of success in the drug war and know 
that he has many good friends in the U.S. 
Congress who are grateful.
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Mr. TAYLOR of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, as 
the House considers passage of the con-
ference report to the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2003, I would like 
to recognize the contributions of an out-
standing member of the staff of the House 
Armed Services Committee. His name is 
George Withers. Of all of the people I have 
come to know in my 13 years on Capitol Hill, 
I can truly say that I have not met a finer per-
son than George Withers. 

As a professional staff member of the 
Armed Services Committee since 1993, I have 
had an opportunity to work closely with 
George. Over these many years, I have come 
to appreciate his knowledge of the legislative 
process, judgment, professionalism and wis-
dom. 

Although he has a heart of gold, and a 
smile that is genuine as a sunrise, he was in-
deed mistaken for a very prominent elected of-
ficial who is not known for his smile. One of 

the highlights of George’s career on Capitol 
Hill was when President George W. Bush, 
upon meeting him, noted his resemblance to 
the Vice President and remarked, ‘‘How’s your 
heart?’’

Around the world, there are likely many 
members of our nation’s military who are 
watching this broadcast. George Withers was 
a Navy Aerographers Mate Third Class (AG3) 
with an Aircrew designation. He flew with VW–
1 and VQ–1 flying WC–121 and EC–121 air-
craft out of Danang during the Vietnam War. 
He also deployed and flew out of Agana, 
Guam; Cubi Point, Philippines; South Korea, 
and numerous other locations in the Western 
Pacific. A large number of those flights were 
electronic intercept missions over the Tonkin 
Gulf. During his distinguished service in the 
Navy, he earned the Bronze Star and com-
pleted 86 penetrations into the eye of ty-
phoons as a typhoon-tracker. 

George’s service in Vietnam took place to 
the advent of the ‘‘all volunteer force’’. This 
was a time when folks often ‘‘had to be there’’ 
rather than ‘‘volunteered to be there’’. Since 
they had to be there, it was pretty obvious 
from those who were there that our nation 
didn’t pay nearly enough attention to what 
they wanted their barracks or housing to look 
like, what there mess halls served for meals, 
or what they wanted in the way of recreational 
opportunities. George has spent the better 
part of his career on Capitol Hill correcting 
those mistakes, and seeing to it that they 
never happen again. 

To the soldiers, sailors, airmen and Marines, 
who are living in new quarters or work in new 
facilities, it has been made possible with the 
great assistance of George Withers. If you’re 
in one of these new facilities in South Korea, 
Germany, Ecuador, Mississippi, or serving 
anywhere in the world, credit for the quality of 
your quarters is often given to a Congressman 
or a Senator. However, I know for a fact that 
none of these important quality of life improve-
ments for our nation’s military personnel could 
have happened without the dedication and 
hard work of a great American named George 
Withers. 

George, on behalf of the men and women in 
uniform, your friends here on Capitol Hill, and 
the countless other people that you have 
helped throughout your many years of military 
and public service, thank you. God Bless you 
in your retirement. You will be sorely missed.
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Ms. MCCOLLUM. Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to submit the following National Journey story, 
‘‘Bush’s Quiet Plan,’’ for the RECORD. It clearly 
describes how this administration is rolling 
back our key environmental protections.

[From the National Journal, Nov. 23, 2002] 
BUSH’S QUIET PLAN 
(By Margaret Kriz) 

The Bush administration is quietly but 
systematically working to make the 32-year-
old environmental law that’s considered the 
Magna Carta of national environmental pol-
icy less of an impediment to development. 

Environmentalists charge that, by routinely 
bypassing or greatly speeding up the prepa-
ration of environmental impact statements 
required under the National Environmental 
Policy Act, the Bush White House is chip-
ping away at the very foundation of the Na-
tion’s environmental protections. 

President Bush has taken steps aimed at 
expediting or even eliminating the environ-
mental impact studies that federal regu-
lators have long been required to conduct be-
fore any major development project—wheth-
er it involves a new dam by the Army Corps 
of Engineers or logging in a national forest—
can be undertaken on federal property or 
with federal funds. Industry lobbyists ap-
plaud the administration’s actions because, 
in their view, environmental impact state-
ments have largely served as a weapon for 
anti-development zealots to wield in court. 

Environmentalists contend that the ad-
ministration’s efforts to shorten the reach of 
the law known as NEPA are part of a con-
tinuing campaign to put resource develop-
ment and business interests ahead of re-
source protection and environmental qual-
ity. ‘‘The Bush administration views NEPA 
as an obstacle, not a tool,’’ says Sharon 
Buccino, a senior attorney at the Natural 
Resources Defense Council. ‘‘To the extent 
that they’re removing these activities, like 
logging projects, from the NEPA process, 
they’re cutting the public out of the proc-
ess.’’

NEPA is merely a full-disclosure statute: 
It forces regulators to make assessments and 
share them with the public, but it doesn’t 
block projects that would harm the environ-
ment. Yet environmental groups have often 
been able to use the government’s NEPA-
mandated environmental impact statements 
in conjunction with the other environmental 
laws, such as the Endangered Species Act or 
the Clean Air Act, to persuade courts to stop 
or significantly modify controversial 
projects. 

Under NEPA, all government agencies—
from the Interior Department to the Navy to 
the Small Business Administration—must 
study the environmental implications of 
major projects before undertaking them. Pri-
vate companies that receive federal funds or 
use federal lands also fall under NEPA’s um-
brella. 

Business lobbyists cheer Bush for using his 
broad administrative authority to limit the 
public’s ability to challenge industry 
projects on federal lands. Supporters of the 
administration’s approach argue that envi-
ronmentalists have abused NEPA by filing 
thousands of essentially nuisance lawsuits 
that stem from a philosophical objection to, 
say, drilling for oil on federal land, rather 
than from objections to the potential con-
sequences of a specific drilling proposal. 

‘‘A lot of challenges being raised are part 
of a larger strategy to oppose energy devel-
opment in this country,’’ contends Lee 
Fuller, vice president for government rela-
tions at the Independent Petroleum Associa-
tion of America. 

NEPA’s defenders charge that regulators 
are already producing slipshod impact as-
sessments in their rush to comply with Bush 
administration demands for faster action. 
‘‘Asking them to do [the assessments] more 
quickly raises more opportunity for litiga-
tion,’’ because careless work would leave the 
government open to charges of not having 
complied with NEPA, warns Jonathan Adler, 
an environmental law professor at Case 
Western Reserve University. 

The controversy over the accelerating at-
tempts to rein in NEPA centers on several 
administration actions:

A Forest Service proposal—leaked by envi-
ronmentalists and slated to be formally re-
leased later this year—would allow federal
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